
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2010-328-C - ORDER NO. 2011-74

JANUARY 25, 2011

IN RE: Joseph Wojcicki,
Complainant/Petitioner,

vs.

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
d/b/a AT&T South Carolina,
Defendant(Respondent.

) ORDER DENYING

) MOTION FOR

) RECONSIDERATION

)
)
)
)
)

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of South Carolina

("Commission" ) on the motion of Mr. Wojcicki requesting that the Commission

reconsider Order No. 2010-766, in which we found that the Commission had no

jurisdiction over the subject matter complained of by Mr. Wojcicki, and that we therefore

were compelled to dismiss the complaint.

In his motion, Mr. Wojcicki essentially reasserts the same matters presented in his

complaint, to the effect that the installation of the AT6'zT VRAD system on or around his

property presents a safety hazard, He does not, however, articulate any legal basis for

this Commission to assert jurisdiction over the matter complained of. Section 58-9-

576(C) of the South Carolina Code precludes Commission jurisdiction over this matter.

Accordingly, our decision to dismiss the Complaint was legally cor:ect, and we therefore

deny Mr. Wojcicki's motion requesting that we reconsider our ruling.
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This Order shall remain in full force and effect until further order of the

Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

&~~~I, g
Jo E. Howard, Chairman

ATTEST:

David A. Wright, Vice Chairm n

(SEAL)
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